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Remarks 

Claims 1-27, 29, 30 and 36^3 were pending in this Application. Claims 1 . 4 and 
3SM3 have been amended. Claims 28 and 30-38 have been canceled. Thus claims 1- 
27, 29 and 39-43 are subject to continued examination. 

1 1 SjC. j12 Rejections 

Claims 30 and 36-43 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite. The Office Action notes that Claim 30 fails to further limit claim 4 since 
the limitation that the reduction in pilling is due to the chemical modification is already 
present in claim 1 and claim 4. Applicant notes that claim 30 has been canceled, thus 
rendering the rejection moot. 

The Office Action notes that claims 36-43 depend from claim 31, which was 
canceled. Remaining claims 39-43 have been amended in the manner set forth above 
to recite their dependence on claim 4. Accordingly, Applicant at this time requests 
reconsideration and withdrawal of all outstanding formal rejections. 

Anticipation R ejections 

Claims 1 -7, 1 9-20, 27. 29, 30 and 36-43 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) 
as being anticipated by Anderson et al. (US 5,997,584). Claims 30 and 36-38 have 
been canceled, thus rendering the rejection of such claims moot. 

As regards the remaining rejections to claims 1-7, 19-20, 27,29 and 39-43, 
independent claim 1 (from which all other claims depend) has been amended to recite "A 
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hydrolizable polymer-containing textile article that has been chemically modified by 
branched chain amine treatment to achieve improved pilling resistance, wherein said 
branched chain amine is an alkyl amine containing from 8 to 14 carbon atoms." Support 
for this amendment is found at page 10, lines 1-12 of the specification as filed. 

A claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is 
found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art reference. The 
identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in the claim 
(MPEP § 21 31). Applicant respectfully submits that Anderson does not disclose each 
and every element of Applicant's invention as presently claimed. 

Anderson discloses a method of reducing pilling of polyester fabrics that 
comprises treating the fabric with a polyester hydrolytic enzyme and a detergent 
(Abstract). As best understood, Anderson discloses that ampholyte surfactants, 
including straight- or branched-chain aliphatic amines in general, are suitable for use as 
surfactants in the disclosed laundry detergent compositions (Col. 9, lines 1-7). Anderson 
does not appear to teach an alkyl amine containing from 8 to 14 carbon atoms as > 
presently recited in daim 1 . Certainly there Is no disclosure of the particular alkyl 
amines recited in daim 4 as amended. Accordingly, since Anderson fails to disclose all 
elements of the invention as claimed by Applicant in independent claim 1, and since all 
of the other rejeded daims each depend directly or indirectly from this claim. Applicant 
respectfully submits that the anticipation rejection of claims 1 -7, 1 M0. 27, 29 and 3^43 
should not be maintained. 
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Obviousness Rejections 

Claims 1-27, 29-30 and 36-43 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Anderson et al. (US 5.997.584) in view of Kimbrell (WO 96/22416). 
Claims 30 and 36-38 have been canceled thus rendering the rejection of such claims 
moot. 

The Office Action takes the position that Anderson discloses a fabric treatment as 
claimed but does not disclose that the polyester yams are spun yams and does not 
disclose the particularly claimed types of fabrics, i.e.. woven, nonwoven. etc. The Office 
Action takes the position that it would have been obvious to have employed the particular 
types of yarns and fabrics disclosed by Kimbrell in the process of Anderson motivated by 
the fact that these fabrics benefited from being treated with an amine containing 
composition to reduce pilling. 

To establish prima facie obviousness of a claimed invention, all the claim 
limitations must be taught or suggested by the prior art (MPEP § 2143.03). Applicant 
relies on the discussion of Anderson presented above and respectfully submits that 
neither of the cited references teaches or suggests the invention as recited in claim 1 . 
Accordingly, since the cited art falls to teach the limitations as claimed by Applicant in 
independent claim 1 , and since all of the other rejected claims each depend directly or 
indirectly from this claim. Applicant respectfully submits that the obviousness rejection of 
daims 1-7. 19-20, 27. 29 and 39-43 should not be maintained. 
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Conclusion: 



For the reasons 



set forth above, it is respectfully submitted that all daims now stand 



in condition for allowance. 

Should any issues remain after consideration of this Amendment and accompanying 
Remarks, the Examiner is invited and encouraged to telephone the undersigned in the hope 
that any such issue may be promptly and satisfactorily resolved. 

To any extent required for acceptance of this paper, an extension of time is hereby 
requested. 

In the event that there are additional fees associated with the submission of 
these papers (including extension of time fees), authorization is hereby provided to 
withdraw such fees from Deposit Account No. 04-0500. 

November 1 , 2004 Respectfully submitted, 



Milliken & Company 
920 Milliken Road (M-495) 
Spartanburg, SC 29303 



Tel #(864) 503-1597 
Fax #(864) 503-1999 
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